Although Southeast Asia is a mega-biodiversity region (Briggs 1996) , the major international journals on conservation biology and applied ecology have published few papers from this region. From 1996 to 1998, Southeast Asian biota were the subject of less than 3% of research papers in the journals Conservation Biology (1.7%, n ϭ 352), Biological Conservation (2.8%, 287), Biodiversity and Conservation (2.1%, 287), Ecological Applications (1.1%, 281), and Journal of Applied Ecology (1.2%, 249). Even fewer first authors were from Southeast Asia: Conservation Biology (0.2%), Biological Conservation (1.0%), Biodiversity and Conservation (0.7%), Ecological Applications (0.5%), and Journal of Applied Ecology (0.8%). Comparatively, the percentage of research papers published (1996) (1997) (1998) on the biota of the nearest developed countries (Australia and New Zealand combined) is higher for all the above journals: Conservation Biology (5.6%), Biological Conservation (19.5%), Biodiversity and Conservation (2.8%), Ecological Application (3.9%), and Journal of Applied Ecology (8.8%).
The problem is not limited to conservation biology journals. Less than 4% of the papers published in six international ecological journals that publish research similar to conservation biology and applied ecology journals were on Southeast Asian biota: Acta Oecologia 0% ( n ϭ 140), Ecology 0.5% (621), Functional Ecology 1.1% (271), Journal of Ecology 3.7% (212), Oecologia 1.1% (912), and Oikos 0.4% (447). The only exception is an international conservation biology journal, Oryx , which primarily publishes descriptive research-for example, on the status and distribution of threatened taxa. Seventeen percent ( n ϭ 69) of Oryx 's research papers were on Southeast Asian biota.
Our aim here is to highlight the possible reasons why much needed conservation related research from Southeast Asia is not being published in international journals and to make recommendations to alleviate this trend. Possible reasons include (1) too few scientists working in Southeast Asia, (2) research in Southeast Asia not being up to international standards, (3) a lack of incentive to publish, (4) a preference in Southeast Asia to publish in specialized journals (e.g., Ibis ), and (5) limited access to conservation biology journals.
Although it is hard to assess quantitatively, there does seem to be a shortage of local scientists conducting rigorous conservation biology research in Southeast Asia. There is little economic incentive to maintain an adequate number of biologists conducting classical research on natural history, taxonomy, and ecology in the region. The recent emphasis has been on recruiting biologists whose research can generate quick profits, in areas such as, genetic engineering and livestock physiology.
Research produced in Southeast Asia might be predominantly descriptive, which may be of little interest to the international journals. This is supported by the fact that the highest numbers of research papers concerning Southeast Asian biota were in a journal ( Oryx ) that publishes more descriptive research than other international conservation biology journals. Currently, research in Southeast Asia is dominated by descriptive work, such as floral and faunal inventories of various sites. Such basic natural history information is needed as a foundation before science can move toward developed-world standards that emphasize correlative and experimental work. It has been pointed out that most conceptual, theoretical, and experimental ecological work has been carried out in nations with long academic histories, relatively predictable climates, and relatively low species diversity (Barnard 1995) . In comparison, regions such as Southeast Asia with high species diversity and a great need for scientific attention have been largely neglected. This is not only because of the lack of supporting baseline data but also because of a lack of funding, partly due to the channeling of funding into animal husbandry, crop development or fisheries, and molecular research (Barnard 1995) . * email dbsns@nus.edu.sg Paper submitted September 7, 1999; revised manuscript accepted November 10, 1999. Southeast Asian scientists probably do have some incentive to publish their research. They are under increasing pressure to publish in influential international journals that rate highly in the Science Citation Index. Administrators may uncritically give priority to scientists who conduct highly cited research (e.g., in molecular biology) over those who publish in less influential conservation journals.
Do Southeast Asian scientists publish in journals more specialized than conservation biology journals? To answer this question, we searched international ornithological journals (1996) (1997) (1998) because there is a history of research on the birds of Southeast Asia that has been published in international journals (e.g., Fodgen 1972; Wong 1986; Noske 1995) . Less than 1.5% of the research papers published in seven international ornithological journals were on Southeast Asian birds: Auk 1.0% ( n ϭ 294), Bird Study 0% (118), Condor 0% (325) (216), and Wilson Bulletin 0.4% (241). Therefore, the lack of papers on Southeast Asian biota may not be limited to conservation biology journals. Consequences of this trend, however, may be more severe for Southeast Asian conservation biology because of unprecedented habitat destruction in this region, which has deforestation rates four times higher than those found elsewhere in the world (Food and Agriculture Organization 1999).
Limited access to international conservation biology journals may also prevent some Southeast Asian scientists from submitting their papers to these journals. Most such journals ( Conservation Biology , Biological Conservation , and Biodiversity and Conservation ) have high individual (US$94-321) and library subscription rates (US$365-1595), and it is difficult to submit papers to a journal to which you do not have access.
One could argue that regional research is better published in regional journals. These journals, however, usually are not widely distributed even within the region. Most purely taxonomic papers (e.g., new species descriptions) could be published regionally, but it would be appropriate to publish taxonomic revisions and descriptive ecological information of threatened taxa in international conservation biology journals.
We have several recommendations for improving the quality of conservation biology research from Southeast Asia so that it can be more frequently published in appropriate international journals. First, international conservation biology societies should attempt to increase the accessibility of their journals. One step would be to offer lower individual subscription rates to developing countries, as has been done by societies such as the American Ornithologist's Union and, beginning in 2000, by the Society for Conservation Biology (50% reduction). Second, it would be helpful if the journals made at least the abstracts of papers available over the Internet.
None of the international conservation biology journals currently offer this service, although it is being developed for Conservation Biology (M. Hunter, personal communication) .
Third, all scientists and conservation agencies, local and international should start more multinational, collaborative research projects. Fourth, international-funding agencies should consider funding proposals that train scientists from developing countries in ecological techniques and data analyses. Fifth, local funding agencies should attempt to fund scientifically rigorous rather than short-term and/or anecdotal research. Sixth, it would be helpful if local scientists could convince their governments to simplify and expedite research permits for multinational, collaborative projects in conservation biology. Seventh, and most important, local scientists should educate themselves (e.g., through collaborative projects) in research design, data analyses, and written presentation so that the research conducted in Southeast Asia will meet international standards and eventually be published in international journals.
One of the main aims of every international scientific conservation society should be to promote conservation biology research. This promotion should reflect sensitivity to the conservation needs and scientific progress in regions throughout the world. Only then we can reduce the distance between "them" and "us" and collectively achieve a wise stewardship of our planet. We are encouraged by steps in this direction being considered by the Society for Conservation Biology (Hunter & Mace 1999) .
